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DETAILED ACTION 

Action Background 

1. This action is responsive to the decision of the Office of Petitions related 
to petition to revive this application, said decision dated 9/21/2007. 

2. The decision from the Office of Petitions, dated 9/21/2007, in response to 
the petition to revive the present application, has been granted. Therefore the 
abandonment dated 3/3/2006 is withdrawn. The petition to revive (dated 
7/28/2006) included amended claims, and directed the examiner to 
applicant's arguments/remarks filed 12/14/2004. 

3. Applicant has cancelled claims 1-42 and added new claims 43-46. 

4. Claims 43-46 are pending in the case, claims 43 and 46 are independent 
claims. 

5. Examiner's rejection of claims 1-13, made under 35 USC 101 in the Claim 
Rejections - 35 USC 101 section of the previous office action (dated 
6/17/2004) is withdrawn in view of the cancelled claims. 

6. Examiner's rejection of claims 1, 14, 15, 28, 29 and 42, made under 35 
USC 102 in the Claim Rejections - 35 USC 102 section of the previous office 
action (dated 6/17/2004) is withdrawn in view of the cancelled claims. 
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7. Examiner's rejection of claims 2-13, 16-27 and 30-41, made under 35 
USC 103, as recited in the previous office action (dated 6/17/2004) are 
withdrawn in view of the cancelled claims. 

Priority 

8. As previously noted, applicant's claim for domestic priority of US 
provisional application 60/195,556, filed 4/6/2000, under 35 USC 119(e) is 
acknowledged. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9, The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

"A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) The invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United 
States only if the international application designated the United States 
and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. " 
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10. Claims 43-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
lizuka et ai. US Patent 6,424,980, filed 6/9/1999, patented 6/23/2002 
(hereinafter lizuka). 

11. Regarding independent claim 43, lizuka is directed toward extracting 
records from structured text, lizuka recites: "The present invention relates to 
an integrated retrieval scheme ... for retrieving required information item by 
item from a plurality of semi-structured documents" (column 1, lines 10-15). 
lizuka discloses a preferred embodiment where a user queries the Internet for 
a PC (personal computer) that is priced less than 100,000 yen (see figure 3, 
and column 11, lines 34-61). lizuka's invention provides the user with a 
collective search result (column 11, lines 40-41). lizuka discloses identifying 
potential locations of values of record fields in the text in Figure 8 at reference 
sign S200 (shown as "Find Locations of specified item from HTML Document 
Table"), lizuka discloses a list of known potential values for record fields in 
Figure 4 at reference sign 15. lizuka discloses 

lizuka discloses identifying a region of interest in the text by applying 
candidate region partitions, and segmenting the region of interest into record 
regions that contain data for a single record, lizuka recites: "There is a 
conventional technique that creates a hypothetical database by mapping the 
internal structure of each document and relationships between documents 
into unique models, to extract itemized pieces of information. This technique 
was disclosed by N. Ashish and C. A. Knoblock in "Semi-automatic wrapper 
generation for internet information sources," Proceedings of Cooperative 
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Information Systems, 1997. This technique considers a portion in HTML 
document as meaningful information, the portion has specific tags such is 
TITLE tag such as size, color, typestyle (e.g., bold and italic), and extracts 
these information automatically. This technique cover a case that minimum 
cluster of certain information is described in one HTML document, and a 
plurality of the HTML documents are described in mutually same format. This 
technique is, for example, effective when regionalized weather information is 
described in different HTML documents. However, this technique doesn't 
take into account a case that information is described as a list description 
such as table or clause in one HTML document (column 2, lines 45-64). 

lizuka discloses extracting the field values from record regions and 
outputting the extracted field values in Figure 9A (shown as the result screen 
for the PC query embodiment described above. 

12. Regarding dependent claims 44 and 45, lizuka discloses identifying 
potential locations of values of records fields in the text by identifying 
locations in the text of patterns of potential values (claim 44) and locations in 
the text of numbers in a range (claim 45). lizuka discloses identifying patterns 
of potential values, lizuka recites: "extracting item data from the acquired 
HTML document serving as first search result according to document 
structure data, selecting, if necessary, the extracted item data according to 
attribute data for the searching condition on the basis of corresponding 
retrieval pattern" (column 7, lines 25-30). lizuka discloses identifying numbers 
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in a range. As described above in lizuka's preferred embodiment, the search 
for a PC is restricted to a range of numbers that is less than 100,000 yen. 

13. Regarding claim 46, the claim is directed toward an apparatus for the 
method of claim 43, and is rejected with the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-42 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the canceling of these claims. The ground(s) of 
rejection for new claims 43-46 is described above. 

15. Regarding the cited prior art of record (lizuka), applicant argues that: 
lizuka requires a system operator to enter parser metadata for each HTML 
page to indicate how to extract data from the page, but the present invention 
eliminates this requirement (page 1, first paragraph of the response filed 
12/14/2004). Applicant is directed toward the rejection of claim 43, as stated 
above, lizuka does not require a user to intervene in the extraction process, 
as alleged by applicant. In lizuka, a user starts the process by providing a 
query, for example to find "a PC for less than 100,000 yen" (see figure 3 and 
column 11, lines 35-60), where the result is outputted to the user (see figure 
9A). Applicant's originally filed specification is directed toward an embodiment 
where "a user is interested in gathering information about cars from several 
car-related web sites" (page 1, lines 17-18 of the specification). Hence, 
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applicant's invention, and lizuka are both directed toward a user setting up 
the boundaries, or domain, for which the data extraction is to be implemented. 



Conclusion 

16. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first 
reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and 
the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. 
In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Gregory J. Vaughn whose telephone 
number is (571 ) 272-41 31 . The examiner can normally be reached Monday to 
Friday from 8:00 am to 5:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Stephen S. Hong can be reached at (571) 272-4124. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from' either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). , • 




Gregory J. Vaughn 
Patent Examiner 
October 9, 2007 
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